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Expla in ing  t h e  Nazi Vote: The ~ i n d i n ~ s  and
~irnits o f  Eco log ica l  Analysis  
Dee R. Wernette 
Kean College o f  New Je r sey  
E x p l a i n i n g  t h e  Nazi Vote: The F ind ings  and 
L i m i t s  o f  E c o l o g i c a l  Analys i s  
A b s t r a c t  
Using n a t i o n a l - l e v e l  v o t i n g  r e t u r n s  and census  d a t a ,  t h i s  s t u d y  
examines t h e  f a c t o r s  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vo t e  i n  f o u r  
e l e c t i o n s  from 1930 t o  1933. No s i n g l e  f a c t o r  e x p l a i n s  t h e  growth 
i n  Nazi suppor t .  Changes i n  t u r n o u t ,  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  r i gh t -wing  DNVP, 
and c e r t a i n  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle -c lass  p a r t i e s  a f f e c t  t h e  Nazi vo te  
i n  t h e  1930 and J u l y ,  1932 e l e c t i o n s .  The Nazis r e c e i v e  a n  i n i t i a l  
impetus from unemployment, and have developed a  mmentum i n  t h e  
J u l y ,  1932 e l e c t i o n .  Changes i n  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  C a t h o l i c  and l e f t -w ing  
p a r t i e s  a l s o  a f f e c t  t h e  Nazi v o t e  i n  c e r t a i n  e l e c t i o n s .  These and 
r e l a t e d  f i n d i n g s  n e c e s s i t a t e  r e v i s i o n  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  
o f  t h e  r i s e  o f  t h e  Nazi v o t e .  Arguing a g a i n s t  over ly-s imple ,  s t r u c -  
t u r a l  d e t e ~ m i n i s t  2nd i n d i v i d u a l - l e v e l  e x p l s n a t i o n s ,  t h e  paper con- 
c l u d e s  w i t h  a  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  type  o f  d a t a  t o  be used 
i n  f u t u r e  r e s e a r c h .  3 
; Expla in ing  the'  Nazi  Vote :  The Findings and 
Limi ts  o f  Eco log ica l  Analysis  
The v o t e r  suppor t  f o r  H i t l e r f s  Nazi P a r t y  grew from 810,127 i n  
t h e  1928 e l e c t i o n  t o  t h e  Nat ional  Parl iament ,  t o  12765,781 i n  July,  
1932, and reached its z e n i t h  o f  17,277,180 i n  March, 1933.   his 
dramatic  r i s e  i n  Nazi suppor t  was a  c r u c i a l  f a c t o r  i n  H i t l e r l s  r i s e  
t o  power. A number o f  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  have s t u d i e d  t h e  v o t i n g  
r e t u r n s  o f  t h i s  per iod,  a t tempt ing  t o  d i s c e r n  t h e  causes o f  t h i s  
growth i n  Nazi suppor t .  Due t o  weaknesses i n  methodology and incom- 
p l e t e  d a t a ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e s e  e a r l i e r ,  s t u d i e s  a r e  l e s s  t h a n  con- 
c l u s i v e .  Th i s  paper p resen t s  a n  a d d i t i o n a l ,  and hopefu l ly  conclusive,  
a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  growth o f  t h e  Nazi vo te .  The paper concludes w i t h  
. a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  l i m i t s  o f  t h i s  type  o f  a n a l y s i s  and o f  t h e  ms t  
Promising d i r e c t i o n  f o r  f u t u r e  r e s e a r c h  i n  t h i s  a r e a .  1. 
Previous s c h o l a r s  have used t h e  v o t i n g  r e t u r n s  t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  
Nazi v o t e r  cons t i tuency .  Most s t u d i e s  have concluded t h a t  Nazi vo tes  
came from two sources:, margina l ly- in tegra ted ,  f i r s t - t i m e  v o t e r s ,  
and e a r l i e r  s u p p o r t e r s  o f  t h e  middle-class and r ight-wing pa r t i e s? '  
Disagreement and con t roversy  e x i s t s ,  however, concerning t h e  impor- 
t a n c e  o f  t h e s e  two segments o f  t h e  ~ a z i  cbns t i tuency.  One school  o f  
thought ,  h e r e a f t e r  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s ,  s e e s  the  marginal, 
f i r s t - t i m e  v o t e r s  a s  t h e c o r e  of t h e  Nazi cons t i tuency.  The c lass .  
a n a l y s i s ,  i n  c o n t r a s t ,  c la ims t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  f o r  t h e  e a r l i e r  
s u p p o r t e r s  o f  middle-class  p a r t i e s .  
The mass a n a l y s i s  holds t h a t  t h e  degree o f  i n t e g r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  
p o l i t i c a l ' a n d  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  is t h e  primary f a c t o r  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  
Nazi v o t e r s  from o t h e r s .  This  theory  s e e s  t h e  convers ion  o f  ind iv idua l s  
t o  a n  e x t r e m i s t  movement a s  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  two s t e p s :  detachment from 
previous p o l i t i c a l  a l legian 'ce;  and response t o  e x t r e m i s t  appeals  and 
suppor t  o f  t h e  e x t r e m i s t  movement. The detachment process is e a s i e s t  
when no s t r o n g  l o y a l t i e s  e x i s t ,  and when t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  l acks  t h e  
membership i n  o r  c.l;ose t i e s  t o  secondary s o c i a l ,  r e l i g i o u s ,  o r  occu- 
- 
p a t i o n a l  groups which reenforce  such l o y a l t i e s .  Following t h i s  th ink ing ,  
one would expect  previous ly  a p a t h e t i c  and young, f i r s t - t i m e  v o t e r s ,  
s i n c e  ' they  a r e  already detached and atomized, t o  be the  first t o  
suppor t  t h e  r i s i n g  e x t r e m i s t  movement --. i n  t h i s  case  t h e  Nazis. 
4 This  is t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  R. I3endix3 and K. OtLessker , t h e  two main 
proponents o f  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s .  
The first l a r g e  Nazi g a i n  came I n  t h e  1930 e l e c t i o n ,  with a n  . .. . - 
i n c r e a s e  o f  5,569,545 v o t e s  over  t h e i r  1928 t o t a l .  I n  exp la in ing  
. t h i s  i n i t i a l  inc rease ,  Bendix notes  t h a t  2,444,990 nonvoters  i n  1928 
voted i n  1930; t h a t  1,758,234 young:i;people voted f o r  t'he first time, 
and t h a t  t h e  r ight-wing German N a t i o n a l i s t s ,  t h e  DNVP, l o s t  almost 
2,000,003 vo tes .   he most p laus ib le  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h i s  evidence 
is t o  sugges t  t h a t  t h e  inc rease  i n  Nazi v o t e s  r e s u l t e d  from a r a d i c a l i -  
z a t i o n  o f  members .of t h e  n a t i o n a l i s t  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  Right  and from 
t h e  sudden p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  about 4,200,000 nonvoters and young 
people.t15 The f i n d i n g s  o f  OtLessker t s  s t andard ized  mul t ip le  l i n e a r  
r e g r e s s i o n  a n a l y s i s  suppor t  t h i s  conclus ion...'.~he be ta  weight o f  
i.1.08 f o r  change i n  tu rnou t  produces t h e  most change i n  t h e  Nazi . 
vo te  f o r  t h i s  p a i r  o f  elections.;;Change i n  tu rnou t  is see'n a s  
measuring t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  .previously a p a t h e t i c  nonvoters and the  
young, first-time v o t e r s .  Change i n  DNVP vote ,  wi th  t h e  beta  weight 
o f  -.82, is t h e  secdnd most powerful v a r i a b l e  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  change 
I I i n  t h e  Nazi vo te .  From t h i s  0 'Lessker concludes,  . . . t h a t  it was a 
combination o f  new v o t e r s  and d e f e c t i n g  N a t i o n a l i s t s  t h a t  transformed 
t h e  Nazi p a r t y  i n t o  a  t r u e  niass movement i n  September, 1930. 11 6 
The ' i n i t i a l  suppor t  f o r  a n  e x t r e m i s t  p o l i t i c a l  movement thus  comes 
from t h e  margins o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  system: from t h e  marginally i n t e -  
g ra ted ,  ( t h e  previous ly  a p a t h e t i c  and young, f i r s t - t i m e  vo te r s ) :  and 
from t h e  i d e o l o g i c a l l y  marginal, o r  r ight -wing v o t e r s .  C lass  o r  occupa- 
t i o n a l  t i e s .  and l o y a l t i e s ,  i n  t h i s  view, a r e  a  detr iment  r a t h e r  t h a n  
a  cause  o f  t h e  i n i t i a l  s u p p o r t  f o r  a n  e x t r e m i s t  p o l i t i c a l  movement. 
According t o  t h e  mass a n a l y s t s  the  ' marginal v o t e r s  and d e f e c t i n g  
~ a t i o n a l i s t s  cont inue  t o  p lay  important r o l e s  i n  t h e  changes i n  t h e  
Nazi vo te  i n  t h e  J u l y  and November, 1932 e l e c t i o n s .  The l o s s  of  over  
1.5 m i l l i o n  v o t e s  by t h e  n a t i o n a l i s t  p a r t i e s ,  combined. wi th  t h e  addi-  
t i o n  o f  a m t h e r  two m i l l i o n  previous nonvoters  and newly e l i g i b l e  
.vo te r s ,  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  Nazi ga ins  o f  over  7.3 m i l l i o n  vo tes  i n  
Jillg, 1932. The d e c l i n e  i n  v o t e r  t u r n o u t  by 1.4 m i l l i o n  and the DIN? 
ga ins  o f  over  800,000 vo tes  a l s o  account f o r  t h e  Nazi l o s s e s  o f  over  
two m i l l i o n  vo tes  i n  t h e  November, 1932 e l e c t i o n .  Yet, according t o  
t h e  mass a n a l y s i s ,  a  new element is added t o  t h e  Nazi cons t i tuency - 
i n  t h e  J u l y  e l e c t i o n :  middle-class v o t e r s  d e s e r t i n g  t h e i r  l i b e r a l ,  
c lass -based  p a r t i e s .  For t h e  l o s s  of over  3.7 m i l l i o n  votes  from these  
p a r t i e s  is a n  important f a c t o r  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  t h e  Nazi i n  t h i s  
e l e c t i o n .  Th i s  is t h e  on ly  e l e c t i o n  i n  which middle-class v o t e r s  
. . ..-. ' 
' a f f e c t  t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vo te .  For t h e  inc rease  i n  tu rnou t  o f  
a lmost  four  m i l l i o n  i n  t h e  March, 1933 e l e c t i o n ,  which occurs  a f t e r  
H i t l e r  has  been appointed Reichkanzler ,  is t h e  c h i e f  f a c t o r  exp la in ing  
t h e  Nazi ga ins  o f  over  f i v e  m i l l i o n  v o t e s  i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  
According t o  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s  t h e  c l a s s  o r  occupat ional  composi- 
t i o n  o f  t h e  populat ion should have l i t t l e  e f f e c t  on  . the growth o f  
4 
e x t r e m i s t  v o t e r  suppor t .  For changes i n  tu rnou t  and suppor t  f o r  
R i g h t i s t  p a r t i e s  r e f l e c t  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  marginal i n t e g r a t i o n  and 
p o l i t i c a l  ideology -- both o f  which a r e  independent o f  c l a s s  o r  
occupat ion.  Previously a p a t h e t i c  v o t e r s  a r e ,  i f  anything,  predominantly 
lower-class ,  while  young, f i r s t - t i m e  v o t e r s  come from a l l  c l a s s e s .  
Right-wing v o t e r s  may be predominant Ey middle-class,  y e t  most middle- 
c l a s s  v o t e r s  suppor t  middle-c-lass, l i b e r a l .  p a r t i e s  u p  t o  J u l y ,  1932. 
C l a s s  -o r  -occupationa'l f a c t o r s  -are  - thus  0.f only  secondary importance 
i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  r i s e  o f  t h e  Nazi vo te .  7 
The c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  s e e s  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  middle c l a s s  a s  the  core 
8 
of t h e  .Nazi v o t e r  cons t i tuency.  L i p s e t  reviews the  l i t e r a t u r e  and 
o f f e r s  two-.-; kinds o f  evidence i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h i s  view. S t u d i e s  of 
s e p a r a t e  r eg ions  and o f  t h e  German c i t i e s  produce p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a -  
t i o n s  between the  s i z e  o f  t h e  middle c l a s s  and the  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  
~ i . z i  vote  i n  t h e s e  e l e c t i o n s e 9  The second kind o f  evidence corns 
- 
from L i p s e t 1 s  examination o f  t h e  aggregate  t r e n d s  i n  v o t e r  suppor t  
3 
f o r  t h e  va r ious  kinds o f  p a r t i e s  i n  t h i s  period. He notes  the  
almost complete c o l l a p s e  o f  t h e  l i b e r a l ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  
from 1928 t o  1932. The l o s s e s  o f  t h e  predominantly upper-class ,  
r ight-wing DWP a r e  much l e s s .  Likewise t h e  1ef.t-wing p a r t i e s  and 
t h e  Ca tho l i c  Center  P a r t y  experience -. no dramatic losses .  S ince  the  
p a r t i e s : o f  t h e  upper and lower c l a s s e s  and t h e  Ca tho l i c s  remain 
s t r o n g ,  while  t h e  l i b e r a l  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  middle c l a s s  
c o l l a p s e ,  c l a s s  a n a l y s t s  conclude t h a t  t h e  Nazi v o t e r  cons t i tuency  
was predominantly P r o t e s t a n t  middle c l a s s .  
. L i p s e t  ag rees  wi th  t h e  mass a n a l y s t s 1  assumption t h a t  inc reases  
i n  tu rnou t  r e f l e c t .  t h e  v o t i n g  behavior  o f  t h e  msrginal ly  in teg ra ted .  
11 He argues,  however, t h a t ,  . . . t h e  most o u t c a s t  and a p a t h e t i c  
s e c t i o n s  o f  t h e  popula t ion  can  be won t o  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  by e x t r e -  . 
m i s t  and a u t h o r i t a r i a n  parti les on ly  a f t e r  such  p a r t i e s  have become 
major movements, not  while  t h e y  a r e  i n  t h e i r  period o f  e a r l y  r i s e .  
To suppor t  a  new and small movement r e q u i r e s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  complex, 
long-term view o f  t h e  po1 . i t i ca l  process ,  which insecure ,  ignorant ,  
and a p a t h e t i c  persons cannot s u s t a i n .  "lo L i p s e t  f i n d s  a  -.2 rank 
o r d e r  c o r r e l a t i o n  between t h e  percent  inc rease  i n  ' t h e  Nazi vote  and 
t h e  "percent inc rease  i n  t h e  propor t ion  of  t h e  e l i g i b l e  e l e c t o r a t e  
v o t i n g  i n  t h e  1930 e l e c t i o n .  This  c o r r e l a t i o n  changes t o  +.6 f o r  
t h e  J u l y ,  1932 election.' '  From t h i s  he concludes t h a t  Nazi suppor t  
*om p o l i t i c a l l y  and s o c i a l l y  -marginal v o t e r s  is a  secondary f a c t o r  
i n  t h e  growth o f  t h e  Nazi vo te .  The e a r l i e s t  and most important Nazi 
suppor t  comes from t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  middle c l a s s .  
The d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  mass and c l a s s  ana lyses  a r e  confined 
t o  ' t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  of  t h e  1930 and July,  1932 e l e c t i o n s .  They 
a g r e e '  t h a t  change i n  tu rnou t  is t h e  most important f a c t o r  exp la in ing  
change i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  t h e  November, 1932 and March, 1933 e l e c t i o n s .  
There is l ikewise  g e n e r a l  agreement t h a t  t h e  economic depress ion  is. 
t h e  main f a c t o r  mobil iz ing Nazi suppor t  t h e  J u l y ,  
e l e c t i o n s .  Two a d d i t i o n a l  f a c t o r s  a r e  s e e n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  Nazi vote  
- i n  J u l y ,  1932: t h e  "bandwagon1' e f f e c t ,  o r  t h e  d e s i r e  t o  support  what 
appears  t o  be a  r i s i n g  movement, and t h e  f e a r  o f  a L e f t i s t  r evo lu t ion .  
The bandwagon e f f e c t  sugges t s  t h a t  a n  e x t r e m i s t  p o l i t i c a l  movement 
is a b l e  t o  genera te  its own momentum: t h a t  e a r l y  v i c t o r i e s  h e l p  
cause subsequent v i c t o r i e s .  This  e f f e c t  a l s o  e x p l a i n s  t h e  l a r g e  
Nazi ga ins  i n  t h e  1933 e l e c t i o n  a f t e r  H i t l e r  has come t o  power. 
While t h e  'depression and t h e  bandwagon menta l i ty  mobilize both 
P r o t e s t a n t  middle-class v o t e r s  and previous non-voters, t h e  f e a r  of  
a  L e f t i s t  r e v o l u t i o n  mobilizes o n l y  t h e  former. This  sugges ts  t h a t  
t h e  r i s e  o f  . t he  Nazi v o t e  is due, i n  p a r t ,  t o  a  p o l a r i z a t i o n  process: 
Communist ga ins  i n  1930 cause increased  Nazi suppor t  from t h e  Protes-  
t a n t  middle c l a s s  i n  J u l y ,  1932. Other f a c t o r s ,  such a s  nat ional ism,  
.. . 
regional i sm,  and d i s g u s t  wi th  t h e  democratic system, a r e  a l s o  men- 
t i o n e d  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  Nazi v o t e r  mobil izat ion. '  S ince  no da ta .  
e x i s t s  f o r  t h e s e  a t t i t u d i n a l  v a r i a b l e s ,  t h e  a n a l y s i s  presented below 
s t u d i e s  o n l y  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  d e p r e s s i o n  and o f  previous Nazi 
' \  and Communist ga ins  o n  t h e  changes i n  t h e  Nazi vote .  
Previous s t u d i e s  o f  t h e  Nazi vote  c o n t a i n  a  number o f  weaknesses 
i n  methodology and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  A l l  such  s t u d i e s  commit tho ecolo: 
g i c a l  f a l l a c y :  ' the in fe rence  from aggrega te - l eve l  da ta  o f  r e l a t i o n -  
12 s h i p s  between i n d i v i d u a l - l e v e l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  One cannot conclude 
. -. 
- .  from a  p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between t h e  number.:)of middle-class inha- 
b i t a n t s  i n  c i t i e s  and t h e  inc rease  i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  t h e s e  c i t i e s  
t h a t  middle-class i n d i v i d u a l s  voted ~ a z i . '  Fo,r t h e  d a t a  is on t h e  
aggregate  l e v e l  -- i n  t h i s  case  c i t i e s  -- while  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
is o n  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  l e v e l .  To avoid t h i s  f a l l a c y  one must e i t h e r  
have i n d i v i d u a l - l e v e l  d a t a ,  such a s  is produced by survey resea rch ,  
o r  i n t e r p r e t  t h e  f i n d i n g s  on  t h e  aggregate  leve l . .  S ince  indiv idual -  
l e v e l  d a t a  is lacking ,  t h e  l a t t e r  p r a c t i c e  is employed below.. 
A second weakness i n  t h i s  l i t e r a t u r e  concerns t h e  measurement o f  
13 t h e  v a r i a b l e s .  L i p s e t ,  f o r  example, uses  the  per  c e n t  increase  i n .  
t h e  Nazi vo te  and t h e  increase  i n  t h e  p ropbr t ion  o f  t h e  e l i g i b l e  
e l e c t o r a t e  v o t i n g  i n  h i s  rank-order c o r r e l a t i o n s .  The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
o f  c o r r e l a t i o n s  between v a r i a b l e s  i n  percentage form is problematic,  
I 
s i n c e  one does mt"know whether t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  r e f l e c t s  r e l a t i o n -  
~ s h i p s  between t h e  numerators, t h e  denominators,  o r  both.  I n  o t h e r  
s t u d i e s ,  such a s  0 ' ~ e s s ' k e r ~ s ? ~  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  a r e  between changes . . 
i n  t h e  a c t u a l  number of .  v o t e r s ,  t h e  number o f  Nazi vo tes ,  e t c .  This  
p r a c t i c e  is p re fe rab le  t o  us ing  percentages,  but  con ta ins  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  
weakness: one w i l l  f r e q u e n t l y  f i n d  spur ious  p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  due 
t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  number o f  i n h a b i t a n t s  i n  a  c i t y  s e t s  l i m i t s  o n  
t h e  number o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  who can vo te ,  o r  vote  Nazi. To avoid t h i s  
problem, one should c o n t r o l  f o r  t h e  number o f  i n h a b i t a n t s  i n  t h e  
c o r r e l a t ' i o n s  based o n  such  numerical  measures. Consequently, t h e  
popula t ion  o f  t h e  a r e a l  u n i t s  is included a s  a  v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  
r e g r e s s i o n  equat'ions d iscussed  below. 
A f i n a l  weakness i n  t h i s  l i t e r a t u r e  concerns t h e  use o f  t h e  35 
---'large e l e c t i o n  d i s t r i c t s  a s  the  geographica l  u n i t s  o f  measure i n  a  
number o f  t h e  s t u d i e s .  Most of  t h e  va r i ance  i n  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  s t u d i e d  
-is w i t h i n ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  between, t h e s e  e l e c t i o n  d i s t r i c t s .  Regional 
s t u d i e s  have explained some o f  t h i s  w i t h i n - d i s t r i c t  var iance  f o r  
p a r t i c u l a r  reg ions .  Unfortunately,  it is d i f f i c u l t  t o  g e n e r a l i z e .  from 
r e l a t i o n s h i p s  found i n  one reg ion ,  t o  a l l  of  Germany. 'Toavoid t h i s  
problem o f  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n ,  and t o  s t u d y  a l l  o f  t h e  var iance  i n  t h e  
v a r i a b l e s ,  t h e  da ta  used i n  t h i s  s t u d y  is based on  t h e  roughly '1100 
urban and r u r a l  d i s t r i c t s ,   and-::and ~ t a d t k r e i s e )  o f  which Germany 
was comprised. 
- - 
The d a t a .  used i n  t h i s  s t u d y  come from t h e  German Census. For each 
urban o r  r u r a l  d i s t r i c t  w e  have t h e  numbers o f  i n h a b i t a n t s  (popula t ion) ,  
P r o t e s t a n t s ,  i n h a b i t a n t s  i n  c i t i e s  l a r g e r  t h a n  10,000 ( u r b a n i t y ) ,  and 
employed i n  Indus t ry ,  Trade, Agr icu l tu re ,  and t h e  c i v i l  s e r v i c e  i n  
1925. To avoid m u l t i c o l i n e a r i t y ,  t h e  r e s i d u a l s  o f  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  o f  
Protestants ' ,  Urbanity,  and t h e  occupa t iona l  v a r i a b l e s ,  regressed  on  
populat ion,  a r e  used. . I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a  measure o f  occupat ional  hom- 
g e n e i t y  w i t h i n  each d i s t r i c t  was computed from t h e  occupat ional  
v a r i a b l e s .  The r e s i d u a l s  o f  t h e  numbers o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  r e c e i v i n g  
emergency unemployment r e l i e f  i n  1930 and 1932, r eg ressed  on  popu- 
l a t i o n ,  a r e  used a s  t h e  measures o f  unemployed. 
.. . 
The v a r i a b l e s  measuring v o t i n g  behavior c o n s i s t  o f  t h e  changes, 
between p a i r s  o f  consecut ive  e l e c t i o n s ,  i n  t h e  number o f  e l i g i b l e  
v o t e r s ,  t h e  t o t a l  number o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  vot ing ,  and t h e  numbers o f  
v o t e s  g iven  - the va r ious  p a r t i e s .  The p a i r s  o f  e l e c t i o n s  are:  1928- 
. 1930; 1930-JulyS 1932; J u l y ,  1932-Nove mber , 1932; and November, 
1932-1933. A s  w i l l  be noted i n  t h e  yegress ion  equat ions ,  c e r t a i n  
v a r i a b l e s  were transformed wi th  t h e  logar i thmic  func t ion  t o  produce 
more normal d i s t r i b u t i o n s .  A l l  v a r i a b l e s  were s tandardized  t o  avoid 
t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  s c a l e  between v a r i a b l e s .  The be tas  
. i n  t h e  mul t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s i o n  equa t ions  measure t h e  a m u n t  and 
d i r e c t i o n  o f  change i n  u n i t s  o f  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e  which a r e  
caused by one u n i t  o f  change i n  t h e  independent v a r i a b l e ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  
f o r  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  a l l  o t h e r  independent v a r i a b l e s  i n  t h e  equat ion.  
U s i n g  t h i s  method and d a t a ,  hypotheses from the  mass and c l a s s  analy- 
s e s  a r e  t e s t e d  below. 
The mass a n a l y s i s  hypothes izes  t h a t  changes - i n  tu rnou t  and t h e  
vote  f o r  t h e  r ight-wing DNVP should have t h e  s t r o n g e s t  e f f e c t s  on  
t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n '  1930. Turnout,  o r  t h e  change i n  t h e  
t o t a l  number o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  vot ing ,  should have a  s t r o n g  p o s i t i v e  
b e t a ,  while  t h e  be ta  f o r  t h e  change  i n  DWP vote  should be s t r o n g l y  -
negat ive.  S ince  the  Nazi suppor t  is independent o f  c l a s s ,  occupat ional ,  
o r  r e l i g i o u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s  p r e d i c t s  no s t r o n g  
e - f f e c t s ,  e i t h e r  d i r ' e c t  o r  i n d i r e c t ,  between these  v a r i a b l e s  and the  
change i n  t h e  Nazi vo te .  With t h e  excep t ion  o f  t h e  DNVP vote ,  changes 
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a~hese variables are the residuals of the variable 
. . . .- - - -- 
regressed on popuiation. -- . . . . - - . -. . - - - . . 
b~his ..measures the changes in number of votes for all I 
Peasant parties, combined. Since Peasant parties in differ- 
' ent regions had different names, this combination is necessary 
. , ' to measure changes on. the national level, 
. . . . 
'~11 such variables have been transformed with the 
,logarithmic function, . .  to produce a more normal distribution, ' 
'~his measures the combined vote changes for the various 
small, regionally-based, non-peasant parties. 
%he significance level necessary for inclusion in the 
regression equdtion is -05. Variables listed in this column 
did not meet this criterion. 
. . ---. - - 
--;in v o t e r  suppor t  - fo r  a l l  o f  t h e  o t h e r  p a r t i e s  . should be u n r e l a t e d  
t o  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e .  For according  t o  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s  it - 
is o n l y  d e f e c t i n g  DNVP v o t e r s  and i n c r e a s e s  i n  tu rnou t  which pro- 
duce t h i s  first Nazi e l e c t o r a l  v i c t o r y .  
The c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  provides a n  a d d i t i o n a l  s e t  o f  hypotheses f o r  
t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  According t o  L ipse t ,  n e i t h e r  t u r n o u t  nor t h e  DNVP 
vote  should have s t r o n g  e f f e c t s  o n  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e .  Rather ,  
one should f i n d  s t r o n g  negat ive b e t a s  f o r  t h e  changes i n  vo tes  f o r  
-::, t h e  P r o t e s t a n t ,  l i b e r a l ,  middle-class p a r t i e s :  t h e  Other p a r t i e s ,  
t h e  Peasant p a r t i e s ,  t h e  DVP o r  German Peop le ' s  Par ty ,  t h e  S t a t e  
Par ty ,  and t h e  Business Party.  According t o  t h i s  theory  Nazi v o t e r s  
a r e  predominantly P r o t e s t a n t .  Consequently t h e  numbsr of  P r o t e s t a n t s  
should  hsve a  s t r o n g l y  pos k t ive  b e t a .  There should be no s i g n i f i -  
c a n t  e f f e c t s  o f  changes i n  t h e .  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  C a t h o 1 . i ~  Center  and 
- le f t -wing (KPD and SPD) p a r t i e s  on  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e ,  however, 
I - 
s i n c e  t h e s e  p a r t i e s  appeal  t o  much d i f f e r e n t  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s  than  do 
t h e  Nazis. 
I 
Despite '  t hese  d i f f e r i n g ,  and i n  one ins tance  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  hypo- 
t h e s e s ,  t h e  mass and :class ana lyses  s h a r e  one hypothesis:  the  number 
unemployed should have s t r o n g l y  p o s i t i v e  d i r e c t  and i n d i r e c t .  e f f e c t s  
o n  the  change i n  t h e  .Nazi vote .  Table 1 presen t s  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  
equa t ion  wi th  which t h e s e  hypotheses may be t e s t e d .  A l l  v a r i a b l e s  
wi th  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  .O5 o r  g r e a t e r  
P - 
were added t o  the  r e g r e s s i o n  equat ion .  The v a r i a b l e  populat ion is 
Included i n  t h i s  and o t h e r  equat ions  a s  a  c o n t r o l  f o r  t h e  s i z e  of  
t h e  d i s t r i c t s ,  t o  prevent spur ious  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  
The hypotheses o f  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s  r e c e i v e  s t r o n g  support  from 
the  f i n d i n g s  i n  Table 1. Disregarding  populat ion,  changes i n  tu rnou t  
and t h e  DNVP vote  a r e  two of  the  v a r i a b l e s  wi th  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  e f f e c t s  
o n  t h e  change i n  Nazi vote .  The +.I3 be ta  f o r  Urbanity is l ikewise  
c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  mass a n a l y s i s ;  one would expect  t o  f ind  a  h igher  
r a t e  o f  marginal i n t e g r a t i o n ,  and thus  Nazi suppor t ,  i n  urban a r e a s  
t h a n  elsewhere.  The o n l y  evidence c a s t i n g  doubt on t h e  mass a n a l y s i s  
is t h e  s t r o n g  negat ive  be tas  o f  t h e  changes i n  vo tes  f o r  t h e  Center ,  
Others ,  and Business - p a r t i e s .  The mass a n a l y s i s  has no explanat ion  
f o r  t h e s e  b e t a s ,  which sugges t  t h a t  changes i n  tu rnou t  and the  DNVP 
vo te  a r e  not t h e  o n l y  p o l i t i c a l  f a c t o r s  a f f e c t i n g  the  change i n  t h e  
. . 
Nazi vote .  
The c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  f i n d s  l i t t l e  suppor t  f o r  its hypotheses i n  
Table 1. The c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  p r e d i c t s  t h a t  a l l  f i v e  middle-class 
p a r t i e s  should have s t r o n g  negat ive be tas ;  t h i s  is the  case  f o r  
only two: t h e  Other p a r t i e s  and t h e  Business par ty.  The +.09 beta  
- f o r  P r o t e s t a n t s  is c o n s i s t a n t  wi th  t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s i s '  i den t i f i ca - -  
t i o n  o f  t h e  Nazi cons t i tuency  a s .  predominantly P r o t e s t a n t .  Yet t o  
argue a s imple " r e l i g i o u s  determinism", a s  i n  i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  Nazi 
c o n s t i t u e n c y  a s  P r o t e s t a n t ,  is t o  over-s implify.  For the  s t r o n g  -018 
beta  f o r  t h e  Center  p a r t y  is twice a s  l a r g e  a s  t h a t  f o r  P ro tes tan t s .  -
This  f i n d i n g  r e f u t e s  t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  con ten t ion  t h a t  t h e  s t r o n g l y  
C a t h o l i c  Center  p a r t y  is appeal ing  t o  a  d i f f e r e n t  cons t i tuency t h a n  
a r e  t h e  Nazis. Rel ig ion ,  a s  a demographic and i d e o l o g i c a l  f a c t o r ,  is 
important  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  e a r l y  r i s e  o f  a f a s c i s t  movement. More 
important ,  however, is t h e  p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and mobi l iza t ion  
o f  r e l i g i o u s  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s .  This  is shown by t h e  s t r o n g  beta  f o r  
t h e  Center  pa r ty ,  when t h e  number o f  P r o t e s t a n t s  is c o n t r o l l e d  i n  
Equat ion  1. . 
Both kss and ' c lass  t h e o r i e s  p r e d i c t  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  
number unemployed o n  t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote .  This  hypothesis  
is supported by t h e  +.I3 be ta  f o r  unemployed i n  equat ion  1. Both 
t h e o r i e s  hypothesize p o s i t i v e ,  y e t .  d i f f e r e n t ,  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  
unemployed a s  wel l .  According t o  mass theory  t h e  number unemployed 
should inc rease  t h e  Nazi vote  by i n c r e a s i n g  tu rnou t  and decreas ing  
t h e  D W P  vote .  Equat ions 2 and 3 i n  Table 2 show t h a t  t h i s  is o n l y  
h a l f  c o r r e c t :  t h e  number unemployed does have a  negat ive e f f e c t .  on  
change i n  t h e  DNVP vo te ,  but has  no e f f e c t  on change i n . t u r n o u t .  
AccordYng t o  c l a s s  t h e o r i s t s ,  t h e  p o s i t i v e  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  o f  unem- 
ployed on  t h e  Nazi vo te  should 'be through its negat ive e f f e c t s  on  
t h e  changes i n  vo tes  f o r  t h e  middle-class p a r t i e s .  Equat ions 4 ,  5, 
and 6 show t h a t  t h i s  is t h e  case f o r  both  t h e  two P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle- 
c l a s s  p a r t i e s ,  [ Other p a r t i e s  and t h e  Business p a r t y ) ,  and f o r  t h e  
middle-class Ca tho l i c  Center  par ty .  
. . Both mass and c l a s s  t h e o r i s t s  ag ree  t h a t  tu rnou t  should be on ly  
weakly a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  and occupat ional  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
o f  t h e  d i s t r i c t s .  It is f o r  t h i s  r e a s o n  t h a t  c l a s s  t h e o r i s t s  d i s -  
I 
count t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  turnout  i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  This  is a l s o  t h e  
b a s i s  f o r  t h e  mass t h e o r i s t s t  c la im t h a t  t h e  1930 Nazi cons t i tuency  
-, 
c o n s i s t s  l a r g e l y  o f  dec lassed ,  atomized ind iv idua l s .  O u r  aggregate- 
l e v e l  d a t a  o n  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  d i s t r i c t s  o f f e r  
. . 
no measure o f  s o c i a l  cohesion o r  i n t e g r a t i o n ,  s o  m conclusive reso-  
l u t i o n  o f  t h i s  i s s u e  is poss ib ie .  I f  s o c i a l  cohesion and i n t e g r a t i o n  
is t h e  main f a c t o r  a f f e c t i n g  tu rnou t ,  however, s t r u c t u r a l  cha rac te r -  
i s t i c s  should be l a r g e l y  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  turnout .  Equat ion 2 shows t h a t  
t h i s  is not t h e  case.  Changes i n  t u r n o u t  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a s s o c i a t e d  
w i t h  t h e  demographic, occupat ional ,  and t o  a  l e s s e r  . ex ten t  . r e l i g i o u s  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  . the d i s t r i c t s .  C l a s s  t h e o r i s t s  would sugges t  t h a t  
such  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . s e r v e  a s  t h e  bases  f o r  s o c i a l  groups and ne t -  
I -  
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r e g r e s s e d  on  populat ion.  
b ~ l l  such v a r i a b l e s  ha;e been transformed w i t h  t h e  logar i thmic  
func t ion ,  t o  produce a  more normal d i s t r i b u t i o n .  
'!Chis measures t h e  combined vote  changes f o r  t h e  var ious  smal l ,  
reg ional ly-based ,  non-peasant p a r t i e s .  
d ~ h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l  necessary f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  
e q u a t i o n  is -05. Var iab les  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  column d i d  not meet t h i s  
c r i t e r i o n .  
works w i t h i n  d i s t r i c t s .  To t h e  e x t e n t  t h a t  t h i s  is t h e  case ,  t h e  
inter.pre.tat.40-n of  t u r n o u t  -as a  product o f  t h e  r e - i n t e g r a t i o n  and 
inob i l i za t ion  o f  p rev ious ly  i s o l a t e d  indi i r iduals  warrants  reexamina- 
t i o n .  The s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  between tu rnou t  and the  Nazi 
vo te  thus  does not  d isprove  t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s i s .  Rather ,  t h e  demo- 
graphic  and occupa t iona l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  which a r e  s e e n  by both 
c l a s s  and mass a n a l y s t s  a s  underlying p a r t y  suppor t ,  a r e  a l s o  
, 
r e l a t e d  t o  change i n  turnout .  
: 'Mass a n a l y s t s  see DNVP v o t e r s  a s  u n i t e d  p r imar i ly  by a  r ight-wing 
ideology. C l a s s  a n a l y s t s ,  i n  c o n t r a s t ,  emphasize t h e  importance o f  
c l a s s  o r  occupa t iona l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t o  t h e  DNVP vote.  Equation 3 
suppor t s  t h e  c l a s s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  i n  t h a t  t h e  measures o f  t h e  num- 
I b e r s  employed i n  both t r a d e  and i n d u s t r y  a r e  f a i r l y  s t r o n g l y  as soc ia ted  
I w i t h  t h e  DNVP vote .  Th i s  means n e i t h e r  t h a t  p o l i t i c a l  ideology is ir-L 
I r e l e v a n t  ' t o  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  DNVP vote ,  nor t h a t  the  D W P  
cons t i tuency  is predominantly upper-class .  Our da ta  provide no con- 
c l u s i v e  answers t o  e i t h e r  o f  these  ques t ions .  The f i n d i n g s  do suggest  
t h a t  t h e  demgraph ic  and occupat ional  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  d i s t r i c t s  
a r e  r e l e v a n t  and r e l a t e d  t o  the  process  whereby t h e  DNVP lo.ses vo tes  
i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  
The i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  r e l i g i o n  o n  t h e  1930 Nazi vote  a r e  i n  
t h e  d i r e c t i o n  , p r e d i c t e d  by t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s t s .  The ~ombinedn~ind i rec t  
e f f e c t s  o f  P r o t e s t a n t s  a r e  +.IT, (-.02 t u rnou t ,  +.04 DNVP, +.09 
Cen te r ,  +.04 Other ,  +.02 ~ u s i n e s s ) ,  which is l a r g e r  t h a n  t h e  d i r e c t  
e f f e c t  o f  P r o t e s t a n t s  o n  the  1930 Nazi vote  o f  +.09. Re l ig ion  is 
c l e a r l y  important  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  1930 Nazi vote ,  a s  is predic ted  
by t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s i s .  
The c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  r e c e i v e s  a d d i t i o n a l  suppor t  from t h e  f ind ings  
o n  t h e  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  u r b a n i t y  and t h e  occupat ional  cha rac te r -  
i s t i -cs .  Urbani ty has s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h igh  be tas  i n  Equations 2,  4,  5, 
and 6. Trade l ikewise  has  high b e t a s  i n . E q u a t i o n s  3 and 5 .  Yet the  
combined i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  on  t h e  Nazi vo te ,  
t h r o u g h .  t h e i r  e f f e c t s  o n  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e s  i n  Equations 2 
- 
through 6, a r e  g e n e r a l l y  weak. And i n  t h e  case  o f  t h e  measure o f  
u r b a n i t y ,  t h e  cumulative i n d i r e c t  be ta  o f  -.0378 is i n  t h e  oppos i t e  
. d i r e c t i o n  a s  its d i r e c t  beta  o f  +.13 t o  t h e  Nazi vote .  Two po in t s  
tire t o  be made from t h i s .  F i r s t ,  t h e  c l a s s  t h e o r i s t s  a r e  c o r r e c t  i n  
p o i n t i n g  t o  t h e  importance o f  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s ,  i n  both d i r e c t l y  
P 
and i n d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  1930 Nazi vote .  Second, t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  
t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  on  t h e  .Nazi vote  a r e  not  c o n s i s t e n t l y  i n  the  same . 
d i r e c t i o n .  Consequently, t o  s imply argue  t h a t  the  Nazi cons t i tuency 
- is o r  is not  made up o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  o r  populat ions wi th  c e r t a i n  
s t r u c t & a l  t r a i t s  o r  p o s i t i o n s ,  is t o  over-s implify.  The i n d i r e c t  
e f f e c t s  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  v a r i a b l e s  on  t h e  1930 Nazi vote  show much m r e  
complexity t h a n  is predic ted  by s imple  " s t r u c t u r a l  determinism1', o f  
which " c l a s s  determinism" is but  one v a r i a n t .  
Pour p o i n t s  may be made i n  summarizing t h e  a n a l y s i s  of  t h e  1930 
Nazi vote .  F i r s t ,  no s i n g l e  f a c t o r  s t a n d s  o u t  a s  t h e  c h i e f  d e t e r -  
I minant o f  t h e  Nazi . 'vote. Rather ,  a  cons ide rab le  number .of v a r i a b l e s  
a f f e c t  t h e  e a r l y  growth o f  t h e  Nazi v o t e r  support .  Second, t h e  Nazis 
b e n e f i t  a t  t h i s  s t a g e  from both i n c r e a s e s  i n  the  number o f  vo tes  
c a s t  ( t u r n o u t ) ,  and from l o s s e s  by ' t h e i r  c h i e f  competi tor  on t h e  
r i g h t  -- t h e  DNVP. T h i s .  is not  t o  s a y  t h a t  Nazi v o t e r s  i n  1930 a r e  
n e c e s s a r i l y  e i t h e r  new v o t e r s  o r  prev.ious DNVP suppor ters ;  Rather ,  
t h e  .Nazis show stronger- than-average ga ins  i n  d i s t r i c t s  i n  which t h e  
DNVP vote  dropped and . t h e  number o f  v o t e s  c a s t  increased.  
A t h i r d  point  concgrns t h e  e f f e c t s  of demographic, occupat ional ,  
and r e l i g i o u s  $ac tors  ,on . the -Nazi -vote .  The i indi 'ngs  show suppor t  
f o r  t h e  c l a s s  con ten t ion  t h a t  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  a f f e c t ,  i f  m t  "underl ie" ,  
changes i n  tu rnou t  and t h e  v o t e r  suppor t  f o r  t h e  var ious  p a r t i e s .  
Tile measure o f  the  number of  P r o t e s t a n t s  is the  mst  important of 
t h e s e  f a c t o r s .  The e f f e c t s  o f  t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  o n  the  1930 Nazi vote  
a r e  q u i t e  complex, however. L i t t l e  suppor t  is shown f o r  a  d i r e c t ,  
s t r u c t u r a l  d e t e r m i n i s t i c  ' t h e s i s  . from t h e  f ind ings  presented here.  
. . F i n a l l y ,  unemployment does b e n e f i t  t h e  Nazis i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  
.This  o p e r a t e s ' b o t h  d i r e c t l y ,  and through decreas ing  t h e  v o t e s  f o r  
o t h e r  p a r t i e s  . Un?aployment does no t ,  however, increase  tu rnou t .  
The mass and c l a s s  exp lana t ions  f o r  the  Nazi ga ins  i n  t h e  J u l y ,  
1932 e l e c t i o n  a r e  very  s i m i l a r  i n  many r e s p e c t s .  Both s e e  turnout  
and t h e  l o s s e s  o f  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  a s  t h e  main 
f a c t o r s  accounting f o r  t h e  .Nazi ga ins .  Nei ther  sugges ts  t h a t  s h i f t s  
i n  suppor t  f o r  the  Center  o r  le f t -wing SPD o r  KPD p a r t i e s  a r e  d i r e c t l y  
r e l a t e d  t o  Nazi gains .  For C a t h o l i c s  and working-class v o t e r s  a r e  not 
p a r t  o f  t h e  Nazi cons t i tuency .  Mass and c l a s s  a n a l y s t s  l ikewise  agree 
o n  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  unemployment and previous Communist ga ins  on  the  
Nazi vote  i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  Unemployment a i d s  t h e  Nazis -by inc reas ing  
t u r n o u t  and decreasing t h e  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class 
p a r t i e s .  The p o l a r i z a t i o n  hypothesis  holds  t h a t  previous (1930) KPD 
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b ~ h i s  measures the changes i n  number o f  v o t e s  f o r  a l l  
Peasant  p a r t i e s ,  combined. S ince  Peasant  p a r t i e s  i n  d i f f e r -  
e n t  reg ions  had d i f f e r e n t  names, t h i s  combination is  neces- -, 
s a r y  t o  measure changes on t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  
. . ," 
'~11 such v a r i a b l e s  have been transformed wi th  the 
A o ~ a r i t h m i c  funct . ion .-.--- .- - L-- t o  _ ..------ produce more normal d i ' s t r i b u t i o n s ,  
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% h i s  measures the combined v o t e  changes f o r  the 
v a r i o u s  small ,  reg ional ly-based  s p l i n t e r  and non-peasant . ,  
p a r t i e s .  
. . 
e ~ h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l  i i z c e s s a r y f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  the , 
r e g r e s s i o n  equa t ion  i s  -.05. V a r i a b l e s  l i s t e d  i n  this column 
d i d  n o t  meet this c r i t e r i o n .  
_*- -. 
t a n t ,  m'idtlSe-zE13Zs p a r t i e s .  The two analyses  d i f f e r  only  i n  t h e i r  - _ -___ ___. 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  "bandwagon" process.  - -  . 
Mass a n a l y s t s  s e e  t h e  bandwagon process ,  measured by 1930 Nazi vote ,  
a s  benef i t ing . : the  Nazis i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n  by dec reas ing  t h e  vo tes  f o r  
t h e  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s .  C l a s s  a n a l y s t s  s e e  t h e s e  
previous Nazi g a i n s  a s  having t h e i r  main e f f e c t  on  t h e  J u l y ,  1932 
Nazi vote  through i n c r e a s i n g  tu rnou t .  
Equat ion 7 i n  Table 3 presents  t h e  f a c t o r s  d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t i n g  
' the  J u l y ,  1932 Nazi vo te .  -As  p redic ted  by bdth mass- and c ' lass  a n a l y s t s ,  
t u rnou t  has s t r o n g  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t s  on t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote .  
Likewise, t h e  vo tes  f o r  some P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s ,  ( t h e  
- .  
Peasant  ; .par t ies ,  Other ,  and the  C h r i s t i a n - S o c i a l i s t s ) ,  have--the pre- 
d i c t e d  negat ive e f f e c t s .  Yet - t h i s  is no t  t h e  case  f o r  a l l  such middle- 
c l a s s  p a r t i e s :  t h e  Business ,  DVP, and s t a t e  p a r t i e s  have no s i g n i f i -  
- c a n t  e f f e c t s  on  t h e  Nazi vote .  One c l e a r l y  needs t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  bet-  
ween t h e  va r ious  middle-class p a r t i e s ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  cons ider ing  them 
a s  a  group. 
rr 
A s  was t h e  case  f o r  t h e  1930 e l e c t i o n ,  a l a r g e  number o f  f a c t o r s  
a f f e c t  t h e  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  The s t r o n g l y  
p o s i t i v e  (+.28) beta  f o r  t h e  1930 Nazi v o t e  i n  Equat ion 7 shows t h a t  
t h e  Nazi movement, once. s t a r t e d ,  c l e a r l y  has a  momentum o f  i ts  own. 
increased  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  L e f t i s t  (SPD and KPD), R i g h t i s t  (D'wP), and 
C a t h o l i c  Center  p a r t i e s  decrease t h e  Nazi vote-. This  is c o n s i s t e n t  
w i t h  the  findings f o r  1930, and sugges t s  a  r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  mass and 
c l a s s  ana lyses ,  which hold t h a t  t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  should be unre la ted  
t o  t h e  Nazi vo te ,  Urban d i s t r i c t s  wi th  many P r o t e s t a n t s  give t h e  
Nazis larger-than-normal numbers o f  new v o t e s ,  The Nazis g a i n  i n  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  d i s t r i c t s  a s  wel l ,  a s  t h e  +.08 beta  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r e ,  
and t h e  - .25 'beta  f o r  Peasant p a r t i e s  i n d i c a t e .  P o l a r i z a t i o n ,  a s  
measured by 1930 KPD, has  no d i r e c t  e f f e c t  o n  t h e  Nazi vo te  i n  t h i s  
e l e c t i o n ,  however. 
\ 
The four  p o l i t i c a l  v a r i a b l e s  having t h e  g r e a t e s t  e f f e c t s  on  t h e  
J u l y ,  1932 Nazi vote  a r e  t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e s  i n  t h e  equat ions  i n  
Table 4. The 1930 Nazi v o t e ,  t h e  1930 KPD vo te ,  1932 unemployment, 
and t h e  demographic v a r i a b l e s  a r e  t h e  independent v a r i a b l e s  avai . lable  
f o r  s e l e c t i o n .  / 
The c l a s s  t h e o r i s t s  sugges t  t h a t  t h e  bandwagon e f f e c t ,  a s  measured 
by t h e  1930 Nazi vo te ,  i n d i r e c t l y  b e n e f i t s  t h e  Nazis i n  J u l y ,  1932 
by i n c r e a s i n g  tu rnou t .  The s t r o n g  +.39 be ta  o f  1930 Nazi i n  Equat ion 
8 s u p p o r t s  t h i s  view. This  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  through tu rnou t  is +. 12. 
Mass t h e o r i s t s  s e e  t h e  bandwagon e f f e c t  a s  b e n e f i t i n g  t h e  Nazis by 
dec reas ing  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s .  The 1330 
-Nazi vote  does have t h i s  e f f e c t  o n  t h e  J u l y ,  1932 vo tes  f o r  t h e  
. Peasant  and Other p a r t i e s ,  a l though t h e  be tas  a r e  q u i t e  weak. The 
'combined d i r e c t  and i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  1930 Nazi vote  on t h e  
i, 
July ,  1932 Nazi vote  is +.45, which makes it t h e  s t r o n g e s t  determinant 
o f  t h e  Nazi vo te  i n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  The Nazi movement c l e a r l y  ga ins  -. 
a momentum o f  its own i n  July,  1932. 
The p o l a r i z a t i o n  t h e s i s ,  held by both  mass and c l a s s  a n a l y s t s ,  
s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  1930 KPD vote  b e n e f i t s  t h e  Nazis i n  J u l y ,  1932 
by dec reas ing  t h e  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  P ro tes tan t - ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  i n  
t h i s  e l e c t i o n .  Previous Communist ga ins  s c a r e  middle-class v o t e r s ,  
who r e a c t  by v o t i n g  Nazi. The f i n d i n g s  suppor t  t h i s  t h e s i s  on ly  f o r  
t h e  Other p a r t i e s ,  i n  Equation 10. Th i s  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  is ve ry  
small (+.05). P o l a r i z a t i o n .  c l e a r l y  has  l i t t l e  explanatory  power i n  
this e l e c t i o n .  T h i s - . i s  l ikewise  t h e  c a s e  f o r  t h e  i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  
unemployment and t h e  r e l i g i o u s  and demographic v a r i a b l e s .  A s  is t h e  
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b ~ h i s  measures t h e  changes i n  number o f  vo tes  f o r  a l l  Peasant 
P a r t i e s ,  combined. S ince  Peasant p a r t i e s  i n  d i f f e r e n t  r eg ions  had 
d i f f e r e n t  names, t h i s  combination is necessary  t o  measure changes on 
t h e  . n a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  
\ 
'~11 such v a r i a b l e s  have been transformed w i t h  the  logar i thmic  
func t ion ,  t o  produce more normal d i s t r i b u t i o n s .  
' d ~ h i s  measures t h e  combined vote  changes f o r  t h e  va r ious  smal l ,  
reg ional ly-based ,  s p l i n t e r  and non-peasant - p a r t i e s .  
e ~ h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l  necessary f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  
e q u a t i o n  is .O5.  Var iab les  l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  column d i d  not '  meet t h i s  
c r i t e r i o n .  
c a s e  f o r  t h e  1930 e l e c t i o n ,  r e l i g i o n ,  u r b a n i t y ,  and t h e  occupat ional  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  d i s t r i c t s  a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  changes i n  v o t i n g  
behavior. under s tudy.  There a r e ,  however, no s i g n i f i c a n t  cumulative 
i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  of t h e s e  v a r i a b l e s  o n  t h e  Ju ly ,  1932 Nazi vote .  
The mass and c l a s s  a n a l y s t s  give l i t t l e  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  l a s t  
.two e l e c t i o n s .  The i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  Nov., 1932 and March, 
1933 e l e c t i o n s  a r e  nearly i d e n t i c a l .  Both c i t e  t h e  d e c l t n e  i n  tu rnou t  
o f  1,400,000. and t h e  DWP gains  o f  a lmost  1,000,000 i n  exp la in ing  
a 
t h e  Nazi l o s s e s  o f  s l i g h t l y  over  2,000,000 vo tes  i n  November, 1932. 
The ga ins  o f  c e r t a i n  P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  a r e  a l s o  viewed 
i n  t h i s  context .  Likewise t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  tu rnou t  (+3,872,514). and 
l o s s e s  by t h e  L e f t i s t  and P r o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  a r e  c i t e d  
i n  expla . ining t h e  Nazi g a i n  o f  over  5.5' m i l l i o n  .votes  i n   arch, 1933. 
The r e g r e s s i o n  equat ions  f o r  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  these  two 
e l e c t i o n s ,  (no t  presented h e r e ) ,  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  c o n s i s t a n t  wi th  t h i s  
common i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and a n a l y s i s .  Turnout is t h e  v a r i a b l e  w i t h  the  
s t r o n g e s t  b e t a s  (+1.28 i n  November, 1932; +.41 i n  1933) i n  both 
e l e c t i o n s .  The changes i n  vo tes  f o r  DNVP, KPD, t h e  C h r i s t i a n - S o c i a l i s t s ,  
and t h e  Center  p a r t y  a r e  a m n g  t h e  more important p o l i t i c a l  v a r i a b l e s  
a f f e c t i n g  t h e  change . i n  t h e  Nazi vo te  i n  November, 1932. The changes 
i n  v o t e s  f o r  t h e  KPD, DVP, and Center  p a r t y  a r e  among the  more impor- 
t a n t  p o l i t i c a l  v a r i a b l e s  exp la in ing  change i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  1933. 
The f ind ings  f o r  t h e s e  l a s t  two e l e c t i o n s  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  t h e  same a s  
f o r  t h e  first two. 
The f i n d i n g s  presented above o f f e r  a  p a r t i a l  r e s o l u t i o n  of t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e  between the  mass and c l a s s  ana lyses ,  sugges t  conclusions 
not  reached by previous a n a l y s t s ,  and r a i s e  a d d i t i o n a l  ques t ions  f o r  
r e sea rch .  It 'is c l e a r  from these  f i n d i n g s  t h a t  a  s y n t h e s i s  between 
t h e  mass and c l a s s  ana lyses  is needed. Turnout,  DNVP vote ,  and support  
f o r  va r ious ,  and d i f f e r e n t  m o t e s t a n t ,  middle-class p a r t i e s  a r e  a l l  
r e l a t e d  .to t h e  Nazi vote  i n  these  e l e c t i o n s .  The mass and c l a s s  
ana lyses  should be s e e n  a s  complementary, r a t h e r  t h a n  mutually exclu- 
s i v e .  Yet i f  both a r e  p a r t i a l l y  r i g h t  o n  some po in t s ,  both accept  the  
-same erroneous assumptions i n  o t h e r  a r e a s .  
Both mass and c l a s s  a n a l y s t s  s e e  t u r n o u t  a s  measuring t h e  vot ing  
behavior o f  margina l ly- in tegra ted  i n d l v i d u a l s  -- the atomized masses 
produced by a n  urbanized,  i n d u s t r i a l i z e d ,  bureaucra t ized  society. .  I f  
one measures marginal: i p t e g r a t i o n  i n  terms o f  pas t  nonvoting, t h i s  - 
assumption is obvious ly  t r u e  -- and t a u t o l o g i c a l .  If one measures 
marginal i n t e g r a t i o n  i n  terms o f  dec reas ing  importance o f  occupat ional  
and - c l a s s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  however, t h e  f i n d i n g s  c a l l  t h i s  assumption 
i n t o  ques t ion .  For tu rnou t  i n  t h e s e  e l e c t i o n s  is a f f e c t e d  by various 
r e l i g i o u s ,  demographic, and occupa t iona l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  d i s -  
t r i c t s  under s tudy.  A more p laus ib le  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  turnout  is t h a t  
it measures s imply t h e  changes i n  l e v e l s  o f  mobi l iza t ion  o f  var ious  
kinds o f  v o t e r s  w i t h i n  t h e  d i s t r i c t s .  Groups and networks based on 
occupa t iona l  and r e l i g i o u s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  most probably play impor- 
t a n t  r o l e s  i n  t h i s  v o t e r  mobi l iza t ion .  The aggregate- level  da ta  used 
here  do not make poss ib le  a  d e f i n i t e  conf i rma t ion  o f  t h i s  hypothesis ,  
nor do t h e y  enable  one t o  s tudy  t h e  process  o f  mobi l iza t ion  on  the  
l o c a l  l e v e l .  The f i n d i n g s  do make c l e a r ,  however, t h a t  changes i n  
aggregate  v o t e r  mobi l iza t ion  a r e  one o f  t h e  c h i e f  . f a c t o r s  a f f e c t i n g  
changes i n  t h e  Nazi vote  i n  a l l  o f  t h e s e  e l e c t i o n s .  
Unemployment and the bandwagon e f f e c t  a r e  t h e  two f a c t o r s  most 
o f t e n  mentioned i n  explanat ions  o f  t h e  mobi l i za t ion  o f  t h e  Nazi vote .  
Both mass and'  c l a s s  a n a l y s t s  sugges t  t h a t  unemployment is a  cont inuing  
f a c t o r  b e n e f i t i n g  t h e  Nazis i n  t h e s e  e l e c t i o n s .  The f ind ings  show 
t h a t  t h e  b e n e f i t s  o f  unemployment f o r  t h e  Nazis a r e  l imi ted  t o  t h e  
1930 e l e c t i o n .  Economic d i s t r e s s  g ives  i n i t i a l  impetus t o  t h e  growth 
o f  a f a s c i s t  movement. Beyond- t h a t  po in t  its e f f e c t s  a r e  i n s i g n i f i c a n t .  
The e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  Nazi momentum, o r  t h e  bandwagon e f f e c t ,  a r e  l i k e -  
-wise l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  J u l y ,  1932 e l e c t i o n .  It is noteworthy t h a t  i n  
\ 
both c a s e s  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  effecks-:of t h e s e  two f a c t o r s  a r e  d i r e c t  -- 
' n o t  i n d i r e c t  through tu rnou t ,  a s  is held  i n  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e .  These 
f i n d i n g s  thus  sugges t  a  second r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  co.mmonly held view o f  
t h e  r i s e  o f  t h e  Nazis. Unfortunately,  due t o  t h e  limits o f  aggregate- 
l e v e l  d a t a  t h e  d i r e c t  e f f e c t s  o f  unemployment and t h e  bandwagon e f f e c t  
c a n  o n l y  be documented.. It is not p o s s i b l e  w i t h  t h i s  da ta  t o  s tudy  
how unemployment and previous Nazi g a i n s  b e n e f i t  t h e  - Nazis i n  these  -
two e l e c t i o n s .  
The f i n d i n g s  sugges t  a  t h i r d  r e v i s i o n  i n  t h e  common analyses  o f  
t h e  r i s e  o f  t h e  Nazis. Many, a l though by no means a l l ,  mass and c l a s s  
a n a l y s t s  a r e  con ten t  wi th  arguing  t h a t  a g g ~ e g a t e s  o f  ind iv idua l s  
s h a r i n g  commn p o s i t i o n s ,  i n  terms o f  s o c i a l  i n t e g r a t i o n ,  c l a s s ,  r e l i -  
g ion ,  o r  ~ r e v i o u s  p d l i t i c a l  suppor t ,  r e j e c t  o r  support .  t h e  Nazis. 
This  mode o f  a n a l y s i s  -- t r a c i n g  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  from s t r u c t u r a l  
p o s i t i o n  t o  a t t i t u d e  t o  v o t i n g  behavior  -- has on ly  l imi ted  v a l i d i t y .  
This ,  can  be shown wi th  t h e  example.of  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  r e l i g i o n  on  t h e  
Nazi vote .  C l a s s  a n a l y s t s  c la im t h a t  o n l y  C a t h o l i c s  vote  f o r  t h e  
Center  par ty .  S ince  P r o t e s t a n t s  do not ,  and s i n c e  t h e  Nazi cons t i tuency  
is supposed t o  be overwhelmingly P r o t e s t a n t ,  t h e  cons t i tuency o f  t h e  
Center  p a r t y  is completely d i f f e r e n t  t h a n  t h a t  f o r  t h e  Nazis. I f  t h i s  
were i n  f a c t  t h e  case ,  one would f i n d  t h e  Center  pa r ty  vote  having 
no e f f e c t  on  t h e  Nazi vo te ,  when one c o n t r a l s  f o r  t h e  number o f  Pro tes-  
t a n t s .  O u r .  f ind ings  show t h a t  t h i s  is not  t h e  case .  From t h i s  one may 
conclude t h a t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and a c t i v i t i e s  o f  va r ious  
groups 2nd p 2 r t i e s  a r e  - o f  centr-a1 importance i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  r i s e  
o f  a  f a s c i s t  movement. The l e v e l  o f  a n a l y s i s  cannot be l i m i t e d  t o  
t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  l e v e l .  Rather ,  the' a n a l y s i s  must a l s o  cons ider  t h e  
e f f e c t s  o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  f a c t o r s  and processes .  I n  t h i s  regard  t h e  
e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  Center ,  SPD, and KPD v o t e s  on  t h e  Nazi v o t e s  i n  t h e s e  
e l e c t i o n s  need r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  These e f f e c t s  may r e f l e c t  the  s t r e n g t h  
o f  t h e  o rgan iza t ions  and/or the  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t h e s e  p a r t i e s ,  r a t h e r  
t h a n  merely o f  "negat ive c o n s t i t u e n c i e s " ,  o r  c o n s t i t u e n z i s s  ivhich do- 
not vote  Nazi. Indeed, a s  t h e  Communist ga ins  increase  over- t h e  first 
t h r e e  e l e c t i o n s ,  the  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  Communist vote  on  t h e  Nazi vote  
become g r e a t e r .  This  f i n d i n g  is not  c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  t h e  "negat ive 
c o n s t i t u e n c i e s "  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  but  is c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  a n  i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n  emphasizing t h e  importance o f  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and a c t i v i t i e s  
o f  t h e  p a r t i e s  wi th  whom t h e  Nazis compete f o r  votes .  
The r e s u l t s  o f  v o t i n g  behavior s t u d i e s ,  such a s  those presented 
he re  and i n  t h e  e a r l i e r  l i t e r a t u r e  o n  t h e  Nazis, a r e  r i c h  i n  quant i -  
f i e d  d e t a i l ,  y e t  poor i n  i n t e r p r e t a t i v e  meaning. ~ a r l i e r  q u a n t i t a t i v e  
s t u d i e s  o f  t h e  Nazi vote  have at tempted t o  remedy t h i s  poverty i n  

shows t h e  techniques  and process o f  p o l i t i c a l  mobi l iza t ion ,  o f  which . 
t h e  changes i n  Other Voting P a t t e r n s  and t h e  Nazi vote  a r e  t h e  
r e s u - l t s .  The a n a l y s i s  o f  such da ta  should enable  us t o  go beyond 
overly-simple , " s t r u c t u r a l - d e t e r m i n i s t "  and e c o l o g i c a l l y  f a l l a c i o u s  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  while r e t a i n i n g  t h e  advantages o f  a  q u a n t i t a t i v e  . 
$ana lys i s .  Research i n  progress  employs such  d a t a ,  t aken  from:a 
German n a t i o n a l  d a i l y  newspaper, f o r  t h e  1930 and Ju ly ,  1932 e l e c t i o n  
campaigns. The r e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  should supplement t h e  f ind ings  
presented .here  by providing a  c l e a r  p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  processes by which 
the  Nazis became t h e  l a r g e s t  p o l i t i c a l  pa r ty  i n  Germany. 
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